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DETAILED ACTION 

This action is in response to the RCE filing of 6-03-2010. Claims 19-50 are pending and 
have been considered below: 



Claim Objections 

1 . Claim 28 is objected to because of the following informalities: There are 
duplicate claims numbered 28. Appropriate correction is required. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1 9, 21 -27, 30, 34-35, 37-43 and 47 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) 
as being unpatentable over Ausems et al. ("Ausems" 20030013483 A1) in view of 
Kumar et al. ("Kumar" 7672879 B1). 
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Claim 19: Ausems discloses a method, comprising: 

receiving a plurality of messages of different message types at a communication device; 
and displaying a screen on the communication device, the screen comprising at least 
three message areas (Figures 3-4), 

each message area being associated with a distinct one of the different message types 
(Figures 3-4; 190,192,194), 

each message area comprising an indicator of the associated message type and at 
least one indicator of at least one message of the associated message type(Figures 3- 
4; 190,192,194); shown are the message types sms, email etc. and further an indicator 
of the message is also shown. 

However Ausems does not explicitly disclose that two of the message areas being 
horizontally separated and two of the message areas being vertically separated. Kumar 
is provided because it discloses message areas and further discloses that the message 
areas are vertically and horizontally separated (Figure 11). Therefore it would have 
been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to provide 
the layout functionality in Ausems as taught by Kumar . One would have been motivated 
to provide this functionality because it allows the system to maximize screen space 
when multiple messages areas are provided. 

Claim 21 : Ausems and Kumar disclose a method of claim 1 9, wherein the screen 
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comprises at least five message areas, wherein at least two of the message areas are 
horizontally separated and at least two of the message areas are vertically separated 
(Kumar: Figure 11). 

Claim 22: Ausems and Kumar disclose a method of claim 1 9, wherein one of the two 
vertically separated message areas is positioned below the two horizontally separated 
messages on the screen (Kumar: Figure 11). 

Claim 23: Ausems and Kumar disclose a method of claim 19, further comprising 
launching an application associated with one of the message types in response to a 
selection of the message area associated with said message type (Kumar: Figure 12; 
Column 38, Lines 60-64 and Column 29, Lines 22-25). Navigation arrow is provided in 
message indicator. 

Claim 24: Ausems and Kumar disclose a method of claim 23, wherein the indicator of 
the associated message type comprises a textual heading and selection of the message 
area comprises a selection of the textual heading of said message area (Ausems: 
Figures 3-4; Kumar: Figure 12; Column 38, Lines 60-64 and Column 29, Lines 22-25). 

Claim 25: Ausems and Kumar disclose a method of claim 1 9, wherein the indicator of 
the associated message type comprises a textual heading (Ausems: Figures 3-4 and 
Kumar: Figure 11). 
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Claim 26: Ausems and Kumar disclose a method of claim 1 9, wherein the different 
message types are selected from email, instant messaging, short message service, and 
voicemail (Ausems: Figures 3-4 and Kumar: Figure 11). 

Claim 27: Ausems and Kumar disclose a method of claim 1 9, wherein the at least one 
indicator of the at least one message comprises textual content from the at least one 
message (Ausems: Figures 3-4). 

Claim 30: Ausems and Kumar disclose a method of claim 28, further comprising 
scrolling through the plurality of indicators within said message area on the screen 
(Kumar: Figure 1 1 ; Section 213 shows a scroll bar provided in the message area). 

Claim 34: Ausems and Kumar disclose a method of claim 1 9, wherein the 
communication device is a wireless mobile communication device (Ausems: Paragraph 
29). 



Claim 35: Claim 35 is similar in scope to claim 19 and therefore rejected under the 
same rationale. 
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Claim 37: Claim 37 is similar in scope to claim 21 and therefore rejected under the 
same rationale. 

Claim 38: Claim 38 is similar in scope to claim 22 and therefore rejected under the 
same rationale. 

Claim 39: Claim 39 is similar in scope to claim 23 and therefore rejected under the 
same rationale. 

Claim 40: Claim 40 is similar in scope to claim 24 and therefore rejected under the 
same rationale. 

Claim 41 : Claim 41 is similar in scope to claim 25 and therefore rejected under the 
same rationale. 

Claim 42: Claim 42 is similar in scope to claim 26 and therefore rejected under the 
same rationale. 

Claim 43: Claim 43 is similar in scope to claim 27 and therefore rejected under the 
same rationale. 

Claim 47: Claim 47 is similar in scope to claim 30 and therefore rejected under the 
same rationale. 

4. Claims 20 and 36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Ausems et al. ("Ausems" 20030013483 A1) and Kumar et al. ("Kumar" 7672879 
B1 ) in further view of Pathiyal (200301 20957 A1 ). 
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Claim 20: Ausems and Kumar disclose a method of claim 1 9, but do not explicitly 
disclose wherein the screen comprises a further message area disposed along a top 
portion, the further message area comprising an indicator of a newly received message. 
Pathival is provided to show a message area with an additional message area of newly 
received messages (Figure 2; Paragraph 45). Therefore it would have been obvious to 
provide the functionality of a new message area in the modified Ausems as taught by 
Pathival. One would have been motivated to provide this functionality because it is a 
user friendly option that keeps the user aware of any updated information that is 
available. 

Claim 36: Claim 36 is similar in scope to claim 20 and therefore rejected under the 
same rationale. 



5. Claims 28-29, 31 -33, 44-45, 46 and 48-50 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) 
as being unpatentable over Ausems et al. ("Ausems" 20030013483 A1) and Kumar et 
al. ("Kumar" 7672879 B1) in further view of Castell et al. ("Castell" 7283808 B2). 

Claim 28: Ausems and Kumar disclose a method of claim 27, wherein the at least one 
indicator of the at least one message further comprises a time associated with said 
message. Castell is provided because it provides a message system that presents time 
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associated with the message (Figure 4a). Therefore it would have been obvious to one 
having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to provide the time indicator in 
the modified Ausems as taught by Castell. One would have been motivated to provide 
this functionality because it allows the user to quickly reference the most recent 
messages. 

Claim 44: Claim 44 is similar in scope to claim 28 and therefore rejected under the 
same rationale. 

Claim 28: Ausems and Kumar disclose a method of claim 1 9, but does not explicitly 
disclose wherein at least one of the message areas comprises a plurality of indicators 
for a plurality of messages of the associated message type. Castell is provided because 
it provides a message system that presents indicators associated with the message 
type (Figure 4a; "snt" "rev" indicators). Therefore it would have been obvious to one 
having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to provide the indicator 
functionality in the modified Ausems as taught by Castell. One would have been 
motivated to provide this functionality because it improves user operability by allowing 
user to promptly obtain the status of the message. 



Claim 45: Claim 45 is similar in scope to claim 28 and therefore rejected under the 
same rationale. 
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Claim 29: Ausems, Kumar and Castell disclose a method of claim 28, wherein the 
plurality of indicators represent both messages sent from and messages received at the 
communication device (Castell: Figure 4a; "snt" "rev" indicators). 

Claim 31 : Ausems and Kumar disclose a method of claim 1 9, but do not explicitly 
disclose comprising collating the plurality of messages received at the communication 
device according to a collating criterion, and displaying the screen comprises displaying 
indicators of the messages thus collated, such that each message area comprises at 
least one indicator of a message thus collated. Castell is provided because it provides a 
message system that presents collated/sorted criterion (Figure 4a; date indicators 
"February 15"; Column 6, Lines 51-54). Therefore it would have been obvious to one 
having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to provide the collated/sorted 
criterion in the modified Ausems as taught by Castell. One would have been motivated 
to provide this functionality because it improves user operability by allowing user to 
promptly obtain the pertinent information about the message. 

Claim 32: Ausems, Kumar and Castell disclose a method of claim 31 , wherein the 
collating criterion is selected from a sender identity, a specified date, and a text string 
(Castell: Figure 4a; date indicators "February 15") 
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Claim 33: Ausems, Kumar and Castell disclose a method of claim 31 , Farther 
comprising updating the screen thus displayed upon receipt of a new message 
matching the collating criterion (Castell: Column 11, Lines 1-10). 

Claim 46: Claim 46 is similar in scope to claim 29 and therefore rejected under the 
same rationale. 

Claim 48: Claim 48 is similar in scope to claim 31 and therefore rejected under the 
same rationale. 

Claim 49: Claim 49 is similar in scope to claim 32 and therefore rejected under the 
same rationale. 

Claim 50: Claim 50 is similar in scope to claim 33 and therefore rejected under the 
same rationale. 
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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) 
of rejection. 



Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Sherrod Keaton whose telephone number is 571) 270- 
1697. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon. thru Fri. and alternating Fri. off 
(EST). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, William Bashore can be reached on 571-272-4088. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-3800. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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/William L. Bashore/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2175 



